Deer Howard, 


11/6/77 


Shea you respond pisaso include a copy of th» notes I*v® Eads on She records we 
both received from Hhcnds in respond to your *^eo of -ranei'ar efforts. language in 

writing Paul about this i-3 not aceisert&a. I don't & want you to have any problems from 
ms ^lidgeai'- lit ox' tiiosc, he still trusts oui dfisla with* like uai’tan. fits potential for good 
from ail this evil is too great* 

Do not regard sy hotes as definitive* .ians-o try to -find mxo num than I've tfk an 
for a careful examination of these records. While 1*11 be going back to Hhoada on tills 
iii a say other than you vill, 1 streagjy urge you to maks year can independent d twwno for 
the stili-sithheld records. They are referred to in those provided. 1 think- s ho u ld 
include all the i -arshall— «S» contact* 

In tbs Ssonedy lastly part I'-s still not persuaded that it had personal possession 
the ^'ithb-Sr-jv lua •> v !. jwdua » X x* vr - uul eA Hnt 1* vs possession wxisu not overtly-’ in "He 

regular agencies, like 36, was by the nssnady jibrary, which is Archives, as these records 
shos, to tfsft tivie ax teaxa'er I Ann correct in aayia# that it was sot Borklsy but S3 that 
bed possession. Shis sokes the otafeley signature soaethlng to consider because in fact 
lie did not have possession yet sifpsed tha papers, etc* 

There is a record of your and my association as of 1969. I*li bo addressing this to 
Shoa-ia one way* X t&nfc' you should la your own way. Mo such record is included* it is 
relevant to your request an-: it eerteinly is within ay PA request. 

At will not be lost on you. tiist ail tliss® records ere vithajs se$ earlier, including 
PA requests* Prom this a) why were they withheld and. ixj, why are then now released? 

iie ext :"<Bsaly careful .in reading* Ids to a treasure a f evil* •%%# the a«it— 

■ul scXosu?© s by ^oout; obnsoitf * Xq^usq for vb.*^ x’jLcsi!* 3.s s Xsb&x&t th&j* tfo&xi 

u ^rofeesdonal archivist as I*d asouaed. In {wortteuiar sack tbirgs as what as, said about 
I’oi-d, tt» 1/27 transcript and th® real reasons for withholding it. (I nay make use of this 


mu but if 


do 


will be with a an 11 to you srirrs-juiait* 


>• A kavi lee Whitten .in ssiad*j 


I sins t hasten to get onto 1996 matters as soon m poesibhe. But let wo also call to 
your attention// their actual practise on pictures that were copyrighted prior to tbair 
desire to withhold JFK pictures. 

There is much of this sijjnifioant mature in these records. 

Jis bas & problem from the isaanity to a AeUberate-tort defease. Save you any 
SOggeStiO&S? 

You've dons great in this! 


Lay on! 



